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1 did not read this as a+ all funny. The 
significance of the remark \~as illuminated for' 
rn? by-itoshchin's anti-expert remarks at the 
CCL) . 

But if they fail to understand the nuances 
of our calculus of deterrence (and their rjlug- 
gishness in accepting the aggreesive irnplica- 
tions of. AiS1 (for population rldefense) may 
substantiate that mis-communication), then 

we are banking.a great deal on instruments 
atid not enough on explaining them. lieaching 
their scientists via Pugwash makes sense; but 
you commented yourself that experts might be 

Ion-persons, and this may also apply to their 
own;. 

iVhat I conclude and recommend is that our 
own political leaders make sure to voice our 
strategic policies with atypical detail 'and 
clarity, directly, and throuqh diplorrrrltic 
forums. tikc the UN, if we want to be' sure of 
getting through; Their “fnnocence of the cal- 
CU~US~~ makes it less likely that a z&arlrlr~lr 
deterrent will work, as .intended,withorlt being 
used; and needless to say intergeres with 
rational datf;pening;- of the arms spiral. Or 
am I bcin,q innocent? 

'fom SchellinK's most interesting remart& 
in "Strategy of Conflict" concerned the strug- 
gle for non-communication. It would be cheaper 
to work on that than-to have to multipRy our 
arsenal-in-being; 


